Editor's note: Letters to the editor are encouraged on all matters of opinion relevant to computational linguistics. In addition, responses to previous letters are actively encouraged. All letters are reviewed for appropriateness by the editor and a few members of the editorial board. Comments and suggestions on how to improve this section are welcome.
1. Overview: Define the problem being solved in terms of the domains, operations, language to be used, and intended group of users. Tell how the processing provided by the prototype relates to the overall class of interest. Comment on the generality of the system design. Evaluate the extendibility of the system within the prototype domain(s), and the "portability" of the system to new domains.
Comments
Some comments are in order. First, it may be suitable for projects for which a complete processor has been built as a means for evaluating a theory, rather than as an end in itself, to reorder the sections we suggest, e.g., to place the theory section earlier. Furthermore, since existing approaches vary widely, it may be useful for some papers to gloss over a particular topic or make it the subject of a separate report.
One obvious benefit of adopting a more-or-less standard format is that readers will less often need to "read between the lines" to tell whether a specific feature is provided if there is a convention of what material goes where. Another benefit is that by keeping a broad presentation of a system in mind when doing the research, investigators may be less likely to expend inordinate effort on less important matters. Furthermore, providing a proper format is chosen, both researchers and prospective users can derive at least some benefit from the same paper.
Concerning the likelihood of acceptance of the proposal above, we sympathize with a reviewer of a previous paper of ours who suggested that "it is naive to think that [a] standard form ... could -or would, if it could -be followed, but ... it does no harm to dream." It is to be expected that readers' attitudes toward possible standard form will differ from ours in detail, but we believe the spirit is important, and would provide a too-often missing element fn the NL literature.
